Message

From: Walker, Stuart [Walker.Stuart@epa.gov]
Sent: 10/8/2020 2:43:50 AM

To: Praskins, Wayne [Praskins. Wayne@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: BPRG dissipation factor

When the outside is covered the argument for a dissipation rate makes a lot more sense than before.

Stuart Walker

Superfund Remedial program National Radiation Expert
Science Policy Branch

Assessment and Remediation Division

Office of Superfund Remediation and Technology Innovation
W (703) 603-8748

C (202) 262-9986

From: Praskins, Wayne <Praskins.Wayne@epa.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, October 07, 2020 8:40 PM

To: Walker, Stuart <Walker.Stuart@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: BPRG dissipation factor

Thanks. | haven’t tried to quantify it but most of the site is now and will after development be covered with asphalt,
concrete, or clean fill {i.e., there will be little or no reservoir for recontamination).

Wayne Praskins | Superfund Project Manager
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (SFD-7-3)

San Francisco, CA 94105

415-972-3181

From: Walker, Stuart <Walker Stuari@epa.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, October 7, 2020 5:24 PM

To: Praskins, Wayne <Praskins. Wayne@epa.govw>
Subject: RE: BPRG dissipation factor

1. Yes, dissipation rate is more akin to removing contamination dust by normal cleaning/vacuuming from people
living/working inside a building.

2. My initial thought is probably not. That would be pretty groundbreaking, from the WTC analysis it seems no one
tried to estimate that for dissipation rate.

One key thought is the assumption valid that there is currently no viable reservoir of contamination outside (e.g.,
contamination soil) that could be tracked inside by shoes or resuspended by dust or during remedial actions?

Stuart Walker

Superfund Remedial program National Radiation Expert
Science Policy Branch

Assessment and Remediation Division

Office of Superfund Remediation and Technology Innovation
W (703) 603-8748

C (202) 262-9986
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From: Praskins, Wayne <Praskins Wavne@epa.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, October 07, 2020 7:25 PM

To: Walker, Stuart <¥alker Stuart@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: BPRG dissipation factor

Stuart —

1. lIsit correct that the dissipation factor is meant to account for future dissipation (i.e., it is meant to account for
some future process that would reduce the concentration after scanning/sampling)?

2. lIsitreasonable to come up with a dissipation factor that accounts for the amount of radioactivity removed from
the buildings through the assumed ingestion rate? If so, do you know if the factor would be high enough to
matter?

Wayne Praskins | Superfund Project Manager
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (SFD-7-3)

San Francisco, CA 94105

415-972-3181

From: Walker, Stuart <\Walker Stuarti@epa.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, October 6, 2020 10:26 PM

To: Praskins, Wayne <Praskins. Wavne@epa.gov>
Cc: Young, Dianna <Young. DHanna@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: BPRG dissipation factor

Hi Wayne,

We had a meeting focused on this with the Navy a few years ago, with Dave Kappelman and Lyndsey where we
discussed this with the Navy. Initially they had come up with an argument based on running some type of remediation
technology. We had explained that this was not EPA meant by cleaning as part of a dissipation rate. During the meeting
the Navy seemed to be considering doing some tests with a test of some of the buildings to show how much standard
household cleaning would reduce dust. There would also need to be a justification that contamination that is currently
outside is not going to continue to contaminate the buildings. | remember at some point Hunters Point would be
capped, so outside soil would not be acting as a reservoir at that point.

| think if we have a meeting with the Navy on this subject it would probably be useful to include Dave Kappelman.

Besides section 4.3.8 in the BPRG User Guide {which | copied most of below with some yellow highlighting that is
relevant to this discussion).

ED_006060A_00001709-00002



Word Trade Center benchmark document, see pages D-5 to D-8, below are some of the key text on how they set a
dissipation rate at WTC. While after the WTC incident, there were benchmarks for dust outside they did not have any for
final benchmarks so tracking new contamination indoors was not a problem.

hitps:ffarchive epa sov/wichweh/ndl/contaminants of concern benchmark study.pdf
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Stuart Walker

Superfund Remedial program National Radiation Expert
Science Policy Branch

Assessment and Remediation Division

Office of Superfund Remediation and Technology Innovation
W (703) 603-8748

C (202) 262-9986
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From: Praskins, Wayne <Praskins Wavne@epa.gov>
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2020 10:14 PM

To: Walker, Stuart <¥alker Stuart@epa.gov>
Subject: BPRG dissipation factor

Stuart —
The Navy is (again) making an argument for incorporating a dissipation factor into the Hunters Point BPRG runs:

“factors such as remediation, cleaning, radon emanation, resuspension, contact transfers and dilution with
uncontaminated dust serve to reduce surface dust concentrations over time. At HPNS, building
contaminant reservoirs have been removed due to radioactive source license termination or remediation of
residual surface contamination. Additionally, potentially contaminated surfaces were cleaned prior to
surveys in impacted buildings and localized contamination was remediated. Many buildings have been in
use for non-radiological purposes and surfaces have either been sealed or subject to continual factors that
would remove dust from prior sources. Use of k = 0.0 is therefore overly conservative and inconsistent with
EPA guidance and industry-standard values. The BDCC and BPRG User’s Guides, Section 4.3.8, state “there
is strong support for considering dissipation in setting criteria for building clean-ups.””

They did not propose a specific value. Can you give me some feedback on what you would want to see to justify a
nonzero value for the Hunters Point buildings?

Wayne Praskins | Superfund Project Manager
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (SFD-7-3)

San Francisco, CA 94105

415-972-3181
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